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(57) ABSTRACT

A method and arrangement in a terminal evaluation unit for
detecting a malfunctioning terminal in a cellular network is
provided. Connection data is received from at least one net-
work node in the cellular network, wherein the connection
data is referring to connections of terminals when present in
cells of the cellular network. A mean connection drop rate is
calculated based on the connection data for the terminals
when present at least in a first cell during a preset time period.
An individual connection drop rate which is associated with
the first terminal is determined from the connection data.
Deciding, based on a ratio between the individual connection
drop rate and the mean drop rate, whether or not the first
terminal is malfunctioning and providing the result from the
deciding action to a cellular network operator for further
evaluation.
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1
METHOD AND ARRANGEMENT FOR
DETECTING A MALFUNCTIONING
TERMINAL

This application is the U.S. national phase of International
Application No. PCT/SE2010/051488, filed 28 Dec. 2010,
which designated the U.S., the entire contents of which is
incorporated herein by reference.

TECHNICAL FIELD

The invention relates generally to a method and arrange-
ment for detecting a malfunctioning terminal in a cellular
network.

BACKGROUND

The overall quality of service has become increasingly
important when providing telecommunication services.
Therefore, cellular network operators need to manage their
quality issues proactively in order to avoid or at least reduce
the amount of customer complaints. Network operators
whom have lower quality of service compared to their market
peers may in some cases experience a loss of subscribers also
known as churn rate. One reason may be that subscribers to a
greater extent consider changing service provider if the per-
ceived quality is below expectations. High churn rate is natu-
rally having a negative effect on the profitability of the net-
work operator due to the loss of revenue and costs associated
with attracting new subscribers to replace the lost ones.

One way to measure perceived quality in a network is to
measure the quality of connection establishments in a cell
which is associated to a network node. As schematically
illustrated in FIG. 1, terminals 110,111,112 may be present
and establishing connections in one or more cells associated
with one or more network nodes 100a, 1005. The network
nodes 100a, 1005 are normally arranged in connection to a
radio network 100 and core network 101. If a terminal 110,
111 or 112 experiences a lost connection the event may be
reported and registered to the core network 101.

Parameters which are commonly measured to indicate the
perceived quality of network operators’ service, is the con-
nection quality in terms of accessibility and retainability.
Accessibility is normally the capability to establish the con-
nection between a terminal and a network node while retain-
ability normally means the capability to retain the connection
once it is initiated. If a network node 100a, 1005 is indicated
to be malfunctioning, the network operator maintenance may,
by using performance management, allocate resources to
adjust and repair the network node in order to increase the
perceived quality in the cells. A post processing system 105
may, according to one example, run tests on the network
nodes 100a, 1005 and the core network 101 in order to deter-
mine whether or not the terminals in the cells associated with
the network node 100a, 1005 are experiencing quality defi-
ciencies. For example, the post processing system may iden-
tify certain network nodes having a higher occurrence of
unsuccessful connection establishment and dropped connec-
tions than other network nodes.

A more reactive way to identify, for example, areas, cells or
nodes having poor quality is to measure and monitor cus-
tomer support feedback and complaints. The initiative then
needs to be taken by the subscriber. This reactive indication
may in some cases have a poor effect in decreasing churn rate.

It is, however, not possible to measure perceived quality
per user when applying the above mentioned techniques for
quality measurement. Although the network operators and

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

2

service providers continuously monitor their network to
detect inferior or malfunctioning network nodes, quality
problems still exit due to reasons which are not necessarily
related to the malfunction of nodes and components of cellu-
lar network.

SUMMARY

Itis an object of the invention to address at least some of the
limitations, problems and issues outlined above. It is also an
object to improve the process of detecting malfunctioning
terminals in a cellular network. It is possible to achieve these
objects and others by using a method and an arrangement as
defined in the attached independent claims.

According to one aspect, a method is provided in a terminal
evaluation unit for detecting a malfunctioning terminal in a
cellular network. Connection data is received from at least
one network node in the cellular network, wherein the con-
nection data is referring to connections of terminals when
present in cells of the cellular network. A mean connection
drop rate is calculated based on the connection data for the
terminals when present at least in a first cell during a preset
time period. An individual connection drop rate which is
associated with the first terminal is determined from the con-
nection data. It is then decided, based on a ratio between the
individual connection drop rate and the mean drop rate,
whether or not the first terminal is malfunctioning and the
result is provided from the deciding action to a cellular net-
work operator for further evaluation.

According to another aspect, an arrangement is provided in
a terminal evaluation unit for detecting a malfunctioning ter-
minal in a cellular network. The arrangement comprises a
receiving unit which is adapted to receive connection data
from at least one network node in the cellular network,
wherein the connection data is referring to connections of
terminals when present in cells of the cellular network. The
arrangement further comprises a calculating unit adapted to
determine a mean connection drop rate, based on the connec-
tion data, for the terminals when they are present at least in a
first cell during a first time period. The terminal evaluation
unit further comprises a determining unit which is adapted to
determine an individual connection drop rate associated with
a first terminal in the preset time period for at least one of the
first cells. Also, the individual drop rate is determined based
on the connection data. The terminal evaluation unit also
comprises a deciding unit which is adapted to decide whether
or not the first terminal is malfunctioning, based on a ratio
between the individually connection drop rate and the mean
drop rate. The result from the deciding unit is handled by a
providing unit which is adapted to provide a result from the
deciding unit to a cellular network operator.

The above method and arrangement may be configured and
implemented according to different embodiments. In one
example embodiment, the first terminal is selected for decid-
ing whether or not to be malfunctioning based on at least one
of one of: the number of cells where connections have been
established by the first terminal in the time period, and the
number of connection establishments performed by the first
terminal in the time period.

According to another embodiment, the first terminal is
further selected such that the number of connection establish-
ments in the time period is above a first threshold number.

According to another optional possible embodiment, the
first terminal is further selected such that the number of cells
visited in the time period is above a second threshold number.

According to one example embodiment, a first terminal is
selected where a subscriber, which is associated with the
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terminal, is a pre-paid subscriber and wherein the connection
drop rate is based on disconnected established connections
wherein disconnection was not related to insufficient funds.

According to another example embodiment, the first ter-
minal is further provided and added to a list comprising the
International Mobile Terminal Identity (IMEI) and/or IMEI
Software Version (IMEISV) of the first terminal. According
to another possible embodiment, the first terminal is further
determined whether or not to be malfunctioning by compar-
ing an IMEI of the first terminal and/or an IMEISV ofthe first
terminal to an existing list of malfunctioning terminals.

According to one example embodiment, the list is created
such that malfunctioning terminals are grouped by one or
more of the parameters: terminal vendor, terminal model,
manufacturing site or series number.

According to one embodiment, the terminal evaluation unit
is providing the result such that the network operators is
enabled to generate a message which is automatically sent to
the subscriber which is associated with the first terminal.
According to another example embodiment, the message is a
Short Message Service (SMS) message.

Further possible features and benefits of this solution will
become apparent from the detailed description below.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS

The invention will now be described in more detail by
means of some example embodiments and with reference to
the accompanying drawings, in which:

FIG. 1 is a block diagram illustrating a first exemplifying
network architecture comprising terminals, radio network
nodes, core network and a post processing system, according
to prior art.

FIG. 2 is a block diagram illustrating a network architec-
ture comprising terminals, radio network nodes, core network
nodes, charging system and terminal evaluation units, accord-
ing to an exemplifying embodiment.

FIG. 3a is a flow chart of a procedure for detecting estab-
lishment failures and registering the reason for failed estab-
lishment, according to an exemplifying embodiment.

FIG. 35 is a flow chart of a procedure for detecting con-
nection drops and registering the reason for the drop, accord-
ing to an exemplifying embodiment.

FIG. 4 is a flow chart of a procedure for detecting malfunc-
tioning terminals, according to an exemplifying embodiment.

FIG. 5 is a flow chart of a procedure for selecting terminals
for detection whether or not to be malfunctioning, according
to an exemplifying embodiment.

FIG. 6 is a block diagram illustrating an arrangement of a
terminal evaluation unit, according to an exemplifying
embodiment.

FIG. 7 is a block diagram illustrating an arrangement in a
terminal evaluation unit having a computer program product,
according to an exemplifying embodiment.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Briefly described, a solution is provided for detecting mal-
functioning terminals which may have a negative impact on
the subscriber’s perceived quality of service in a telecommu-
nication network. In this solution, connection data is used for
detecting terminals having a higher rate of disconnected con-
nections compared to other terminals present in the same cells
during the same time period. In this description the term
“terminals” should be understood to comprise any device
having telecommunication connectivity and capabilities in
one or more applications. According to one particular
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example, a terminal may be mobile user equipment for use by
a user. According to another example, a terminal may be a
device involved in a Machine-to-Machine (M-2-M) commu-
nication without any direct user involvement. Reasons for
poor quality may, in fact, be even harder to detect and elimi-
nate without any user involvement, at least when conven-
tional technique is used.

In this description, the term “malfunctioning” vis-a-vis to
terminals and connection quality should be understood as a
terminal having worse performance related to connections
and retainability compared to the normal case. A malfunc-
tioning terminal is moreover underperforming in relation to
the other connections made by other terminals in the same cell
in a preset time period. The underperformance may in some
cases be related to poor network properties in a cell and in
other cases related to the terminal. One example of a network
property which could indicate a terminal as malfunctioning is
if the terminal is located in the edge of the cell. If the location
of the terminal is persistent, the malfunction state of the
terminal will also persist. However, such cases are possible to
manually discard as a malfunctioning terminal.

One purpose for producing connection data in a cellular
network per connection is to enable billing per connection.
According to one example, the connection data may be one or
several Call Detail Records (CDRs). Connection data, such as
CDRs, also typically comprises additional transactional
information of the connection such as the served Mobile
Subscriber Integrated Services Digital Network Number
(MSISDN) or International Mobile Subscriber Identity
(IMSI), terminal International Mobile Equipment Identity
(IMEI), the time and cell for connection establishment, ser-
vice used, time and cell for disconnection and the reason for
the disconnection (End of Selection) EOS code. A Serving
GRPS Support Node (SGSN) can also provide information
associated with the International Mobile Equipment Identity
Software Version (IMEI-SV) indicating the Packet Data Pro-
tocol (PDP) context of the terminal. In this description, pro-
cedures and arrangements for detecting malfunction terminal
by analyzing the information provided by connection data for
connections associated with a terminal will be further dis-
closed.

Some features of this solution will now be described with
reference to FIG. 2 illustrating an example of an overview of
a network architecture comprising a post processing system
having a terminal evaluation unit. Terminals 201, 202, 203
establish connections to network nodes 200a, 2005 from an
associated cell. The network nodes 200a, 2005 are managed
and connected via a controlling unit 211 to the core network
210 where the CDRs are created when the terminals 201, 202,
203 establish connections to the network nodes 200a, 2005.
According to one embodiment, the network node 2004, 2005
is an eNode B which may be arranged to be connected and
managed by a Radio Network Controller (RNC) 211. Accord-
ing to another example, the RNC 211 may be a Base Station
Controller and where the network nodes 2004a, 2005 may be a
Base Transceiver Station.

According to one example, the connection data is created
in the Mobile Switching Center (MSC) 213 or in a GRPS
Support Node (GSN) 212. The MSC and the GSN may be
connected to a charging system 214 having responsibility for
management of rates and reserves for necessary funds for the
subscribers as a part of the delivery of the service. Thus, the
charging system 214 is primarily involved when handling
terminals 201, 202, 203 used by prepaid subscribers. The
charging system 214 also operates to prevent subscribers to
overrun the credited funds. The GSN 212, MSC, 213 and the
charging system 214 may be arranged to provide connection
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data to the post processing system 220 comprising a terminal
evaluation unit 221. The terminal evaluation unit 221 is
adapted to detect malfunctioning terminals based on the pro-
vided connection data and to subsequently deliver the result
in an accessible manner to a customer support unit 223 and/or
aterminal responsible unit 222. By providing an indication of
terminals which may be malfunctioning, the network opera-
tor is able to take further necessary actions which are, how-
ever, outside the scope of this solution.

In this description, the term “connection drop” is used to
indicate that a connection is disconnected by reasons other
than disconnection requested by the user. For example, a
disconnection resulting in connection drop may be caused by
battery drain, low signal quality, terminal hardware or soft-
ware failure or any other reason other than an intended dis-
connection. Thus, connection drops comprise disconnections
due to both connection accessibility related problems and
connection retainability problems.

Furthermore, in this description the term “connection drop
rate” is used to indicate the frequency of connection drops or
connection establishment failures associated with a user and
a time period. According to one alternative, connection drop
rate may be expressed as a percentage or a ratio. For example,
if one of four connections is dropped in a certain time period
in a certain cell and for a certain terminal, the connection drop
rate is 1:4 or 25%.

In this description, the term “mean connection drop rate” is
used to indicate a comparable measurement comprising the
mean connection drop rate for at least one specific cell for a
certain time period and for two or more established connec-
tions. The mean connection drop rate may be compared to
other cells and/or compared to the drop rate of a terminal.
Although mean is only one way to determine a central value,
other measures of central tendency is also comprised in the
term “mean connection drop rate”. Examples of such central
tendency measurements may for instance be: median, mode,
weighted mean, midrange and arithmetic mean.

Features of this solution will now be described with refer-
ence to FIG. 3a and FIG. 35 illustrating two example proce-
dures of registering connection drops and producing connec-
tion data from which malfunctioning terminals may be
detected. These procedures may be executed by a terminal
evaluation unit such as unit 221 in FIG. 2.

With reference to FIG. 3a, a procedure for registering
failed establishment attempts is described. FIG. 3a generally
registers connection data associated with terminals having
accessibility issues. In a first action 301, a terminal requests
an establishment of a connection to a network node. In action
302 a failure of the requested establishment is detected. Fail-
ure of establishment may be an effect of several reasons.
Some of the reasons are associated with an underperforming
network node or a malfunctioning terminal while other
examples of reasons for establishment failures may be insuf-
ficient credit balance. The reason for disconnection may also
be indicated by an EOS which also can be comprised in
connection data. Therefore, the conditional action 303 deter-
mines whether or not the reason was related to a “true” net-
work reason such as for example a terminal failure or an
underperforming network node. If the establishment failure is
associated with a “true” network reason, the failed establish-
ment is registered in action 304, and also normally delivered
to the post-processing system and the terminal evaluation
unit. The registered connection data may now, for instance, be
used for further calculation and analysis of connection drop
rates per terminal or mean connection drop rates per cell or
network node.
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With reference to FIG. 35 is a procedure for registering
drops of established connections described. F1G. 35 generally
registers connection data associated with terminals having
retainability issues. A first action 311 indicates detecting a
disconnection of an established connection between a termi-
nal and a network node. The disconnection may be caused by
various different reasons. The most common reasons, which
also according to one embodiment is indicated by a dropCall-
indicator which may be comprised in the connection data,
may include terminal requested disconnection, insufficient
funds or credits or network disconnection. The reason for
disconnection may also be indicated by an EOS which also
can be comprised in connection data. In action 312, which is
a conditional action, the disconnection reason is determined.
Le. itis determined whether it is a connection drop caused by
the network. If the disconnection reason is not caused by the
network the procedure will terminate and no registering of
data will be performed. Alternatively, the data may be regis-
tered for billing purposes but not for further analysis for
detecting malfunctioning terminals. However, if the reason is
associated with a network cause and thus considered as a
connection drop, the reason for disconnection is determined
in action 313. In some connections, the reason may not be a
“true” network reason. According to one example, a “false”
network connection drop reason is due to insufficient credits
of a prepaid subscriber. This type of network drops is nor-
mally omitted since there may not be any clear relation
between the terminal functionality and the credit balance of
the prepaid subscriber. If the disconnection reason is a “true”
network problem then the details regarding the disconnection
may be registered in action 314. The registered data may now,
for instance, be used for further calculation and analysis of
connection drop rates per terminal or mean connection drop
rates per cell or network node.

Although the procedure in FIGS. 3a and 35 is described
above to be executed related to a detected connection drop
other ways are also possible. The above procedure can, for
instance, be modified in different ways without departing
significantly from the result of this solution. In an example
embodiment it may executed on data which is stored. One
example of such stored data may be connection data which is
gathered from a database located within the core network or
in the post processing system. In such an embodiment, the
result of the procedure illustrated in FIG. 3a and FIG. 35 is
used for selection of connection data to analyze.

With reference to FIG. 4, a procedure for detecting mal-
functioning terminals will now be described according to an
example procedure. This procedure can be executed by one or
more logic functions or units within a terminal evaluation
unit, which will be described by means of examples further
below.

In a first action 401, the terminal evaluation unit receives
connection data. The connection data may originate from the
cells and the network nodes with which terminals have estab-
lished connections. The connection data may further be
selected or registered according to FIG. 3. According to an
example embodiment of action 401, the connection data can
be received from entities within the core network where the
connection data has been aggregated, collected or manipu-
lated prior to being received by the terminal evaluation unit.

The connection data may comprise various elements of
information. In this procedure the connection data at least
comprises information regarding disconnections, start and
end cell associated with the disconnection, disconnection
reasons and an identity indicator for identifying the sub-
scriber associated with the disconnection. The connection
data received in action 401 may also comprise various other
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types of information, such as, but not limited to, IMEI, IMEI-
SV, time stamps and cell transitions.

Then, after receiving the connection data, the terminal
evaluation unit calculates a mean connection drop rate which
is illustrated by action 402. The calculation is based on the
received connection data for at least a first cell individually.
The mean connection drop rate also needs to be calculated for
a first time period, which may be preset by the system, a user
or another entity. The time period may be longer if the
amounts of established connections are few. However, for
cells with terminals having many established connections per
time unit, the preset time period may be shorter.

By executing action 402, the terminal evaluation unit
acquires a reference per cell to which an individual terminal
may be compared. Indicated by action 403 a comparable
measurement is determined, which enables analysis to decide
whether or not a terminal is malfunctioning. The terminal unit
determines individual connection drop rates for at least one of
the terminals indicated in the connection data. I.e. the drop
rate is calculated for a terminal and for at least one cell in
which the terminal has established connections. The indi-
vidual drop rate further needs to be calculated for the first time
period.

The terminal evaluation unit decides, in action 404,
whether or not the first terminal is malfunctioning by com-
paring the individual connection drop rate to the mean drop
rate for at least one of the cells. If the first terminal indicates
a higher connection drop rate than the average cell drop rate,
a malfunctioning terminal might be the reason for connection
drops. The result from action 404 is provided from the termi-
nal evaluation unit to a cellular network operator in action
405, thereby enabling further proactive actions. According to
one example, the terminal evaluation unit provides the result
to the customer service and/or a terminal responsible unit.
The network operator is now enabled to actively contact
subscribers having a malfunctioning terminal. This may be
done in an automated, semi-automated or manual manner.
For instance, a message, such as a Short Message Service
(SMS) message, may be sent to the terminal information
about the indicated malfunction of the terminal.

Additional advantages associated with the above-de-
scribed solution of determining malfunctioning terminals
include to pin-point terminals contributing to a perceived
inferior quality of service. One possible advantage is to
enable the terminal evaluation unit to determine this based on
the individual terminal, instead of inferior cells or network
nodes as currently being done according to the prior art.

The above procedure can be modified in different ways
without departing from the invention. For example, the pro-
cess may be performed on behalf of a subscriber who wants to
determine whether or not a terminal is malfunctioning.

With reference to FIG. 5, a procedure, comprising various
optional steps, for detecting malfunctioning terminals in a
terminal evaluation unit will now be described. In a first
action 501 the terminal evaluation unit receives connection
data from the cells and the network nodes with which termi-
nals have established connections. According to an example
embodiment of action 501, the connection data can be
received from entities within the cellular network where the
connection data has been aggregated, collected or manipu-
lated prior to be received by the terminal evaluation unit. In
this embodiment of action 501, the connection data comprises
at least start time and end time of the connection, disconnec-
tion reason, IMEI, start cell and end cell of the connection.

In a second and optional action 502, a first terminal set is
selected based on the identities of the terminals in the con-
nection data received in action 501. The first terminal set may
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be selected such that each terminal in the first terminal set
satisfies one or more predefined conditions. Examples of such
conditions may refer to a threshold number of established
connections, a threshold number of cells visited or a threshold
number of disconnection having a certain disconnection rea-
son. According to another example, the first terminal set may
be selected based on terminal connections in a specific time
period. The time period may vary depending on the charac-
teristics of the cell, but according to one exemplary embodi-
ment, the time period is set to one week. According to another
example, the time period is set to a length which gives the
amount of connection data a statistical significance. In such
case, the time period may be determined as a function of the
connection activity in the cell.

Then, the terminal evaluation unit calculates a mean con-
nection drop rate individually for at least one cell which is
indicated by the connection data which is associated to the
selected first terminal set. This is illustrated by action 503.
The mean connection drop rate also needs to be calculated for
afirst time period, which may be preset by the system, user or
another entity. The time period may also be preset in action
502, in such case the same time period is used in action 503.
The time period may be longer if the amount of established
connections is small. However, for cells with terminals hav-
ing high established connections per time unit, the preset time
period may be shorter.

Indicated by action 504, a comparable measurement is
determined, which enables analysis to decide whether or not
a terminal is malfunctioning. In this action, the terminal
evaluation unit determines an individual connection drop rate
for at least one of the terminals comprised in the first terminal
set. l.e. the drop rate is calculated for the terminal and for at
least one cell in which the terminal has established connec-
tions. The individual drop rate further needs to be calculated
for the same time period as in action 503. In a conditional
action 505, the drop rate associated to a terminal from the first
terminal set is compared to the mean drop rate of the cells
wherein the first terminals have made connections. According
to one example, at least one cell is compared to the individual
drop rate in this action to determine whether or not the termi-
nal have a higher drop rate than the mean drop rate in the cell.
According to another example of executing this action, the
individual drop rate is compared for each cell visited, and the
result of each comparison is aggregated into a single result.

If a terminal is not determined to have higher connection
drop rate than the cells visited, an optional action 508 may be
performed where a cell mean drop rate is compared to an
average of the drop rates calculated in action 503. If a drop
rate of a cell is above the average drop rate for other cells, this
might indicate that the cell needs attention from network
maintenance which is indicated in optional action 509 of
indicating a malfunctioning network node.

Now, returning to action 505 of FIG. 5, if it is determined
that a terminal from the first terminal set have an individual
connection drop rate which is above the mean connection
drop rate, this may indicate that the hardware or software of
the terminal affects the connection retainability negatively. A
terminal which affects the subscribers’ perception of the qual-
ity of the service providers telecommunication service may
be avoided in the future if detected to be malfunctioning
according to the above described procedure. In some sce-
narios, terminals are offered on the market by vendors where
the terminals have hardware and/or software related deficien-
cies. Thus, if a terminal is detected as malfunctioning there
may be an increased risk that terminal models from the same
vendor and/or same manufacturing plant and/or the same
production series also have these hardware or software
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related issues which negatively affects the retainability of the
connections. In action 506, a list is created based on the
identity of the terminal, such as the IMEI or IMEISV. By
grouping the result for the procedure by any one of terminal
model, terminal vendor, manufacturing plant or production
series, a customer service or terminal responsible may more
easily report malfunctioning terminal groups. The list is
finally provided to the terminal responsible unit or the cus-
tomer support unit in action 507. Thereby, a customer care
department or the like may proactively contact subscribers
having a malfunctioning terminal. Enabling proactive cus-
tomer care may decrease subscriber churn rate. As a result of
the action of 507, customers care can be focused on the most
valuable subscribers by providing a list which may be sorted
on, for instance, profitability or spending ratio.

According to another aspect of the solution to be described
with reference to FIG. 6, an arrangement in a terminal evalu-
ation unit 600 is provided. The terminal evaluation unit 600
can be configured to basically operate according to any of the
examples described above for FIGS. 2-5, whenever appropri-
ate. According to this arrangement, a receiving unit 601 is
adapted to receive connection data from at least one cellular
network node 601 which is indicated by action 6:1. The
connection data may comprise various elements of informa-
tion. In this embodiment the connection data at least com-
prises information regarding disconnections, start and end
cell associated with the disconnection, disconnection reasons
and an identity indicator for identifying the subscriber asso-
ciated with the disconnection. The connection data received
in action 6:1 may also comprise various other types of infor-
mation, such as, but not limited to, IMEI, IMEI-SV, time
stamps and cell transitions.

The terminal evaluation unit also comprises a processing
unit 606 and a memory unit 607 which are arranged in con-
nection with the units of the terminal evaluation unit 600. The
receiving unit 601 may be further adapted to provide the
connection data to a calculation unit 602 and a determining
unit 603 which is indicated by actions 6:2a, 6:2b. According
to one example, the receiving unit 601 is adapted to receive
and store connection data from several cellular network nodes
610 prior to providing the collected connection data to the
calculating unit 602 and determining unit 603.

The calculating unit 602 is adapted to calculate a mean
connection drop rate for at least one of the cells indicated by
the connection data. The calculation unit 602 is further
adapted to provide the result to a deciding unit 604 which is
indicated in action 6:3. The calculation unit may be further
adapted calculate the mean connection drop rate in a first time
period, which may be preset. The time period may be longer
if the amounts of established connections, according to the
provided connection data, are few. However, for cells with
terminals having high established connections per time unit,
the preset time period may be shorter.

The determining unit 603 is adapted to determine indi-
vidual connection drop rates for at least one of the terminals
indicated in the connection data. l.e. the determining unit is
adapted to calculate the drop rate for a terminal and for at least
one cell in which the terminal has established connections.
Further, the individual drop rate needs to be calculated for the
first time period. The determining unit 603 is further adapted
to provide the result to a deciding unit 604 which is indicated
in action 6:4.

The deciding unit 604 is adapted to decide, based on the
provided drop rates, whether or not a first terminal is mal-
functioning by comparing the provided individual connection
drop rate to the mean drop rate for at least one of the cells. The
deciding unit 604 is adapted to decide if the first terminal
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indicates a higher connection drop rate than the average cell
drop rate a malfunctioning terminal might be the reason for
connection drops. The deciding unit is adapted to provide the
result to a providing unit 605, as indicated in action 6:5. The
providing unit 605 is then adapted to provide the result to a
customer support unit 620 and/or a terminal responsible unit
630, as indicated by an action 6:6.

Some possible advantages associated with the above-de-
scribed arrangement for determining malfunctioning termi-
nals include to pin-point terminals contributing to a perceived
inferior quality of service. The customer support unit 620
may now enable a customer support to contact the subscriber
using the malfunctioning terminal proactively. The terminal
responsible unit 630 may now enable the terminal responsible
to contact a vendor or provider of a malfunctioning terminal
model to exchange the malfunctioning terminal into a func-
tioning terminal.

FIG. 7 schematically shows an embodiment of an arrange-
ment 700 in a terminal evaluation unit, which also can be an
alternative way of disclosing an embodiment of the arrange-
ment for detecting malfunctioning terminals in a terminal
evaluation unit illustrated in FIG. 6. Comprised in the
arrangement 700 are here a processing unit 706, e.g. with a
DSP (Digital Signal Processor) and a calculation, determina-
tion and a deciding module. The processing unit 706 can be a
single unit or a plurality of units to perform different actions
of procedures described herein. The arrangement 700 may
also comprise an input unit 702 for receiving signals and
information from other entities, and an output unit 704 for
providing signals and information to other entities. The input
unit 702 and the output unit 704 may be arranged as an
integrated entity.

Furthermore, the arrangement 700 comprises at least one
computer program product 708 in the form of a non-volatile
memory, e.g. an EEPROM (Electrically Erasable Program-
mable Read-Only Memory), a flash memory and a disk drive.
The computer program product 708 comprises a computer
program 710, which comprises code means, which when run
in the processing unit 706 in the arrangement 700 causes the
arrangement and/or the terminal evaluation unit to perform
the actions of the procedures described earlier in conjunction
with FIG. 4 or FIG. 5.

The computer program 710 may be configured as a com-
puter program code structured in computer program modules.
Hence in the example embodiments described, the code
means in the computer program 710 of the arrangement 700
comprises a receiving module 7104 for receiving and option-
ally storing and modifying connection data. The computer
program further comprises a calculation module 71056 for
calculating a mean connection drop rate for one or several
cells individually in a certain first time period. The computer
program 710 further comprises a determining module 710¢
for determining the drop rate which is individual to a terminal
in a certain cell. The computer program also comprises a
deciding module 7104 for deciding, based on the determined
individual drop rate and the calculated mean drop rate,
whether or not a terminal is malfunctioning. The result may
be provided using the output unit 704 to a network operator
such as customer support and/or a terminal responsible.

The modules 710a-d could essentially perform the actions
of'the flow illustrated in F1G. 4, to emulate the arrangement in
a video decoding entity illustrated in FIG. 6. In other words,
when the different modules 710a-d are run on the processing
unit 706, they correspond to the units 601-604 of FIG. 6.

Similarly, a corresponding alternative to perform the
actions of the flow illustrated in FIG. 5 is possible.
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Although the code means in the embodiment disclosed
above in conjunction with FIG. 7 are implemented as com-
puter program modules which when run on the processing
unit causes the arrangement and/or video handling/presenting
entity to perform the actions described above in the conjunc-
tion with figures mentioned above, at least one of the code
means may in alternative embodiments be implemented at
least partly as hardware circuits.

The processor may be a single CPU (Central processing
unit), but could also comprise two or more processing units.
For example, the processor may include general purpose
microprocessors; instruction set processors and/or related
chips sets and/or special purpose microprocessors such as
ASICs (Application Specific Integrated Circuit). The proces-
sor may also comprise board memory for caching purposes.
The computer program may be carried by a computer pro-
gram product connected to the processor. The computer pro-
gram product comprises a computer readable medium on
which the computer program is stored. For example, the
computer program product may be a flash memory, a RAM
(Random-access memory) ROM (Read-Only Memory) or an
EEPROM, and the computer program modules described
above could in alternative embodiments be distributed on
different computer program products in the form of memories
within the data receiving unit.

While the invention has been described with reference to
specific exemplary embodiments, the description is generally
only intended to illustrate the inventive concept and should
not be taken as limiting the scope of the invention. For
example, the terms “connection data”, “terminal evaluation
unit”, “customer support unit”, “terminal responsible unit”,
and “charging system”, have been used throughout this
description, although any other corresponding functions,
parameters, nodes and/or units could also be used having the
functionalities and characteristics described here. The inven-
tion is defined by the appended claims.

ABBREVIATIONS

ASIC—Application Specific Integrated Circuit

CDR—Call Detail Record

CPU—Central Processing Unit

EOS—End Of Selection

EEPROM—Electrically Erasable Programmable Read-
Only Memory

GSN—GPRS Support Node

IMEI—International Mobile Equipment Identity

IMEISV—International Mobile Equipment Identity Soft-
ware Version

MCS—Mobile Switching Centre

MSISDN—Mobile Subscriber Integrated Services Digital
Network Number

NAS—Non-Access Stratum

PDP—Packet Data Protocol

RNC—Radio Network Controller

ROM—Read-Only Memory

RAM—Random Access Memory

SGSN—Serving GRPS Support Node

The invention claimed is:

1. A method in a terminal evaluation unit for detecting a
malfunctioning terminal in a cellular network, the method
comprising:

receiving connection data from at least one network node

in said cellular network, wherein said connection data is
referring to connections of terminals when present in
cells of said cellular network;
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calculating, based on said connection data, a mean connec-
tion drop rate for said terminals when present at least in
a first cell of said cells of said cellular network during a
first time period;
determining, from said connection data, an individual ter-
minal connection drop rate associated with a first termi-
nal in said first time period for at least one of said first
cells;
deciding, whether or not said first terminal is malfunction-
ing, based on a ratio between said individual terminal
connection drop rate and said mean connection drop
rate; and
providing, a result from the deciding to an operator of said
cellular network, wherein said first terminal is selected
for deciding whether or not to be malfunctioning based
on at least one of: a number of cells wherein connections
have been established by said first terminal in said first
time period, and a number of connection establishments
performed by said first terminal in said first time period.
2. The method according to claim 1, wherein said first
terminal is further selected such that said number of connec-
tion establishments in said time period is above a first thresh-
old number.
3. The method according to claim 1, wherein said first
terminal is further selected such that a number of cells visited
in a preset time period is above a second threshold number.
4. The method according to claim 1, wherein said first
terminal is selected such that a subscriber, which is associated
with said terminal, is a pre-paid subscriber and wherein said
connection drop rate is based on disconnected established
connections wherein disconnection was not related to insuf-
ficient funds.
5. The method according to claim 1, wherein said first
terminal is further provided and added to a list comprising an
International Mobile Terminal Identity (IMEI) and/or IMEI
Software Version (IMEISV) of the first terminal.
6. The method according to claim 1, wherein said first
terminal is further determined whether or not to be malfunc-
tioning by comparing a IMEI of said first terminal and/or a
IMEISYV of said first terminal to an existing list of malfunc-
tioning terminals.
7. The method according to claim 5, wherein said list is
created such that malfunctioning terminals are grouped by
one or more parameters comprising: terminal vendor, termi-
nal model, manufacturing site or series number.
8. The method according to claim 1, wherein the action of
providing further comprises to enable said network operators
to generate a message which is automatically sent to the
subscriber which is associated with said first terminal.
9. The method according to claim 8, wherein said message
is a Short Message Service (SMS) message.
10. A terminal evaluation unit for detecting a malfunction-
ing terminal in a cellular network, said terminal evaluation
unit comprising:
at least one microprocessor;
a non-transitory computer-readable storage medium com-
prising computer-readable instructions, when executed
by said at least one microprocessor, are configured to:
receive connection data from at least one network node
in said cellular network, wherein said connection data
is referring to connections of terminals when present
in cells of said cellular network;

determine, from said connection data, a mean connec-
tion drop rate for said terminals when present at least
in a first cell of said cells of said cellular network
during a first time period;
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determine, from said connection data, an individual ter-
minal connection drop rate associated with a first
terminal in said preset time period for at least one of
said first cells;

decide whether or not the first terminal is malfunction-
ing, based on a ratio between said individual terminal
connection drop rate and said mean connection drop
rate; and

provide a result from the deciding unit to an operator of
said cellular networkff, wherein the computer-read-
able instructions configured to decide is further con-
figured to decide whether or not said first terminal is
malfunctioning based on a number of cells wherein
connections have been established by said first termi-
nal in said first time period, and a number of connec-
tion establishments performed by the first terminal in
said first time period.

11. The terminal evaluation unit according to claim 10,
wherein the computer-readable instructions are further con-
figured to select first terminals such that said number of
connection establishments in said first time period is above a
first threshold number.

12. The terminal evaluation unit according to claim 10,
wherein the computer-readable instructions are further con-
figured to select said first terminal such that a number of cells
visited in said first time period is above a second threshold
number.

13. The terminal evaluation unit according to claim 10,
wherein the computer-readable instructions are further con-
figured to select such that a subscriber, which is associated
with said first terminal, is a pre-paid subscriber and wherein
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said connection drop rate is based on disconnected estab-
lished connections wherein disconnection was not related to
insufficient funds.

14. The terminal evaluation unit according to claim 10,
wherein the computer-readable instructions are further con-
figured to provide and add said first terminal to a list com-
prising a International Mobile Terminal Identity (IMEI) and/
or IMEI Software Version (IMEISV) of said first terminal.

15. The terminal evaluation unit according to claim 10,
wherein the computer-readable instructions are further con-
figured to determine whether or not the first terminal is mal-
functioning by comparing an IMEI of said first terminal and/
or an IMEISV of said first terminal to an existing list of
malfunctioning terminals.

16. The terminal evaluation unit according to claim 15,
wherein the computer-readable instructions are further con-
figured to adapted to create said list such that malfunctioning
terminals are grouped by one or more parameters comprising:
terminal vendor, terminal model, manufacturing site or series
number.

17. The terminal evaluation unit according to claim 10,
wherein the computer-readable instructions are further con-
figured to enable said network operator to generate a message
which is automatically sent to the subscriber associated with
said first terminal.

18. The terminal evaluation unit according to claim 10,
wherein the computer-readable instructions are further con-
figured to enable said network operator to generate a message
as a Short Message Service (SMS) message.

#* #* #* #* #*



